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MOREQVER, even among the ana-
ySis _Who dollowed e dCVeIGRDICHL O

A member of Columbia University's |
Research Institute on Communist Af-
fairs, Zagoria is author of the author-
itative “The Sino-Soviet Conflict, 1056-
61.” ) ‘
IF TIE STATE DEPARTMENT had
consciously .set out seven years apgo

lussis and China, it could not have
played its cards better than it did. Not

;this, but its top officials . recognized |

‘10 “intervene” in the Sino-Soviet dis-
‘pute might harm our interests by bring-

ing the two Communist powers back | . { h 1€ & 1
' s Americau-Chinese relationship is a tri- |

the very existence of the Sino-Sovici
conflict only bhelatedly, then were cx-
tfremcly cautious about acknowlcdging
it and even at this late date have con-
sciously done little to exacerbate it.
Until quite recently, it was a comnion !
belief in Washington that any attempt j

¢

together. It will surely be one of his- |
tory's finest ironies that- the power
which had the greatest Intercst in, and
played the crucial role in, splitting Rus-
sia from China was innocent of its own
deep iavolvement.

it is, of enurse, true that at the Iowesr
Tevels of povernment, both in the Stale
Department and throughout the intel-
ligenes comimmnily, therd were a num-
ber of analysts who recopnized the
cacliest svmipioms of conflict between
Raossia and Chiaa.

But it {took & long tirne before this :
analysis was taken seriously at the top
levels of government. As late as April, .
1960, - Secretary of State Herter pub-
licly announced that it was too early
1o tell whether the differences between
Moscow and Feking were real or sig-!
nificant. Even as late as 1962 one of
ihe assumptions in the Amc an sup-
port of the Gsanl
was that the Russians wvrc capab e of'

restraining China in Southeast Assa.r

;the Sino.5
Hineeplioz

- believe,
,wilh a Machiavellian plan to separaic {Governinent analysts, olficials and aca-.

‘Peking in the course of

tion to
 fosteringt the Communist schism.

~ably aficets fhe thicd,
: Moscow's

“line on

sington, it

pprov

oviet dispute closcly from its
. myrelf included, there was al-
most a cnmdicte lack of awarcness of
Ythe exter: t; which American policy -
| had bem & cassal factor in hringinf'
the vift about. The reason for this, I

vas the cellective failure of

demic specialists alike 1o appreciate the

renormous impact our own policics have
conly did Washinglon not set out to do , 9B the Communist world.

AY
With he aid of hindsight, a longer -
timie perenecliverand some new infor-
mwation weicased by both Moscow and
their bitter
polemics, we are now in a hetter posi-
understand our own role in ¢
The {first goind to make is that the
U'utcd Siafes has incscapably heen a

‘-sxlcnt if largely unwiiling, participant
iin the Sino-Soviet dispute, The Kussian. :

anglo in which a change in the relation-
ship of ary two of the wowers unavoid-
Moscow’s im-

proved relalisnship with Washington

- has in foct been one of the key factors
leading te the serious delerioration !

volations with Peking,
Indeced, since 1959, Moscow has been .
caughl{ Heilween Peking and ‘Washing-
ton, If i, meved closer to the Peking
slobul strategy, it increased
tension /i tae United States. If Mos-
cow moval lo case tension with Wash- -
did so only at the cost of in-
creased conflict with Communist China,

That is wiy, when the Russians finally ;

agrecd 1o sign the nuclear test ban
agreement last year, Moscow and Pe- '
king came to t’he bunk of a f{final
1'upture
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i resembles a lovers' triangle in wmch
- Peking plays the part of the aggrieved .

: spouse betirayau by Moscow's “liai: ,on”
)

Wit 'Waanm Wi ;
. a 10 mora unbearable to Pe.
km<' is not only the fact that the third
party is an infidel but, mére important,’
that it.is Pekinﬂs prmcmal national
enemy. It is as though Josephine had
. been seduced away from Napoleon by
! Wellington,

! Let us begin examini 1 this m.mg:lc
. by contrasting the Chinese-American

u

1 i

P with the Soviet-Ametican relatlonslup. )

'Tho first point {o understand is that *

Pckmgs hostility toward the Unilod 1

_States is more deeply rooled than Mos.
«cow’s, Of the mauy ('Imngmg and con- .
t.amctory elements in I
policy since 1957, on¢ of them has re--

k)

Peking's foreigm )

' mained constant, nunely that the United -
| States is the muin enemy of all “peace. -

{ loving” forces thronghoui the world and -
that a world-wide united front nuat be
; formed against it.

All other elements in Peking’s global "
-strategy are dcclum=d {from this basic
ranli-American line. Siuce Peking is oo "

l

/

.weak {o engage the United Stalns ¢i- .

1 1eqtly and, optimally, to remove it frem
‘Asm, it sponsors “liberation wars.” for
cxample, to weaken the Unlied States

indireetly by forcing it to disperse its !
forces throughout the umlmdc,vc}op(.d

arcas and ultxmately to bleed il to death,

i Tho main reason for Iled Chiza’s ine

,‘ tense hostility toward the United States

is that the U.S. profects and supports .

,an alternative Chinese regirne o scant

1100 miles off the: couast of China which’

proclaims its intention to reconquer tae
. maintand.

Despite disavowals from :he (u,m'd

. States that it would support a

ondle

-ist invasion, there are clearly somn elre

‘cumstances in which such support wouid

“have to be considered, namely, &n in-

1§ up.
i‘~e

jwould be the. “Ol‘at 01' nll :Qosslblu emn

et e e
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